By William Weinfeld I

Income of Dentists, 1929-48

Thix fa tho qeeowsd postwar avkisle on profossional
Incomnea published by Lthe Hhee of Business Eoqo-
nomics. It Leings up te date the information oo
donlsls® ineomes pohlisghad In the April 1944 Srrvey
of Current Buwsiness, which provided dota through
1#1. A vecemt arlicle (o e Avwgust 1949 lgpoe of tho
Enreey) dinttsaed lowyers” ineomes (oo 1920-48.
Now inforountion on tho incomes of other inddependent
peolealonpl groups will o pnblshed os odditional
atitdien are pornploted,

' IN 1048 the average net incomo of ail etvilinn dantists in
the United Stitos was 60 percent higher than in 1929, and 80
percent abova 1941, The 1943 mean net incoma waa $6,012,
the medinn net incomn 35,888, in 1920, almost two deeades
earlier, the mean not income was 54,275, the median §3,6746.
The menn income is cqual to the sun of all the incomes
dividad by the numbey of ineome recipionts. The median
income is that ingome below whieh, and above which, half of
all the income rogipients fall. .

The inguiry which furnished thess data was launched in
the spring of 1949 in cooperstion with the American Dentnl
Azsocintion. [t waoa the fifth lorge-scale, snmple suwiif of
cconomic conditions in the dental profession conducted by
the National Income Division of the Office of Business
Eemmomics. As the first Nation-wide dental survey since
1942, it provides hitherto vnnvailable information covering
tho rocent peviod from 1944~48. The study was made t.pu:llﬂa-
sible by the generovws cooperation of the moany dentizta from
all ports of the country who voluntsrily filled 10 2nd returned
tha questionnnires which were seat Lo them,

Forms of Practice

Dentisls arve now the third lergest independant professional
group in tha country, bcin%‘ outnumbered only bgi' lawyeora
and physicinne.  In 1848 there were ppproximately 75,000
dentists in netive civilizn practice in éhe Unitad Staces, of
whom 92 pereent were primarily indepondent and 8 percent
wers galnried.  Indspendent dentiste had o tnean net nesme
of $7,047 a5 compared with 85,358 for selaried dertists, but
showed a much less siriking ndvmtafo in terms of the
medinn {35,944 and %5295, respeetivaly}). ({See table 1.)
The diffarence in avernge net income between these two types
of dentisla persiste gven when tho comparizon is meade for
dentists in the samo age groups or in ecmmunities of com-
patrabla size.

Aimost, fwo-thirds (628 pereant} of the salpied dentists
in 1048 were gmployad hy industey or by Federsl, State, or
local a?vmnmept.; ﬂnl_;' a thipd {37.4 percent} were employed
by other dentigta. ‘The latter group reperted somewhaé
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higher incemes (mean, $5,068: medinn, $5432) than the
former (monn, $4,903: median, §5,241).

Only 3 percent of tha inr]epenc’lnnh dentists practicad in
portnerships in 1948, Ancther 106 percent shared office
8 or smployess, but ware not members of poartnerships.

¢ overwhelming proportion (884 percent}, however,
practiced alone—with or without employees, but neither in
partnerships not shiwing expenses. Of these thres groups,
dentists in partnerships reported the highest sverage net
ingomes (moan, £8 614; median, $6,309), lollowed by dentists
whe sharsd costz (mean, %7,797; median, $6,706), with
dentists who practiced alone hoving the lowest mncomes
(masn, $6,901; medinn, $5,802).

Trends in Income

Datn covering all dentists s not available for muah of tha
period sinee 1929, but ave availobla in soma detail for non-
sadovied dentiste, However, since nonsalavied dentists (. e.,
thosa practicing 2o entrepronsurs, with no ndditional incoms
from salnried practice) have constituted betwesn %3 and M
pereent of all dentisis since 1929, the trend in their incomes
should provida n highly an.hsi'uutury indication for nll
dantista as woll,

Since 1329 the averare neb incomas of nonsalaried dentists,
like thet of other indspendent l:lmfessional proctitionzrs, hns
followed the trand in pensral economic eonditions qnito
closcly, (Seo table 2.} Thus, the predepression high point
of prosperity in 1929 plso morked the known predepression
}mak of dentists’ average income, whereas 1933 marked tha
owest point to which the nvernge incomn of dentists declined
{menh, %2,188: median, §1,880)—redusad by half from its
1929 lovel {mean, $4,207; median iﬂ,ﬁ?ﬁ}. erhaps hocause
of the greater relative post nmi)ilitry of dental services in
the mind of the publie {or bacause of pestponement in the
payment for these services), dentists’ incomes fell somowhab
more thon physicians’, and considerably mors thon lawyera'

Table L-=Average Het Incomo of Dentists by Form of Fractiee, 1935
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After 1933, dental incomes storted & long up-hill climb—
ot first slowly until 1940 (interropied only in 1938, by the
recession), and tiven sharply during the war yems a3 porsanal
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ineoma increased and the number of civilian deniiats declined.
By 1942 the provious 1029 pesk had been excesded. In 1045,
although mean nef incoma contimred to rise (ronching $6,640),
the rate of incresse dropped movkedly. In 1944, for the
first time since 1938, o aetEm:k ooeurred, and dentists’ menn
net income slipped obout E_B]:et:cent to §6,381. Thiz drop
was presumahly due to the relatively low incomes earned by
dentists sntoring or reentoring civillan practice after rolesse
trom tha armgﬁ forees! In 1947 ond 1942, the upwerd
trend was resumed, with the latter yem recording the highest
ponenlaried mesn {$7 039} ond medizn ($5,930) net ineermes
of tha 1020-48 pariod.

Number of dentists ond aggregate incomne

According to Census Bureau datn, the totol number of
independent and salaried dentists in netive practice in the
Tnited States remained practically unchanped from 1930 to
1940 (70,344 and 70,601, re= ﬁtjve]{ﬁ,’ the mumber of new
gradunates %purmtl just balancing the number who retired
or died. e number in independent proctice during the
i:g:m periag ;ms virtually gonstant at epproximately 68,000

o tabla 2,

With the onsst of Warld Wor 11, hinvever, the number of
dentists in civilian practice dropped sharply as some 22,000
dentists were sventually withdrawn from civilinn life to serve
with the armed forces, whils only a few thousand older den-
tista could be called back from retirement to help bridge the
gap thus formed. In addition, by dint of accelarated tonch-
mg ﬁ'n the number of dental graduntes wns increased
mar 'MWam 1941 pnd 1645, but neither of these stops
was w[‘ﬁz:imh to prevent 8 drastie decline in the mmmber of
civilian dentista which weas not holted until the general
rolonse of men from the armed forces in 1946. )

Tentative eatimates indieate that the number of independ-
ant and oivilisn saleried dentists in active practice at the
end of 1948 was appreximngely 78,000, of whom about
72,000 were in independent private practios and about 6,000
in salaried civilion practice. In additien, some 1,600
dentiste weare in agtive practice in the nrmed forces, thues

ing an extimntad tut.ﬁ of spma 80,000 dentists ed in
aotive civilian or military practice pb the end of 1943.8

This rearked increass 1z the number of active dentists san
be dus only in part to the faci that the period since 1938
produced gome 3,000 more dental graduntea thun the
Previous nine-year span. In addition, it appears that the
nurober of retiraments was much smafler than in the enclier

eriod.
? With the subatantinl inerenses recorded in both mean gross
income and in the totel number of dentists, the [
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an estimated $945 million in 1945, or 101.9 percent abova 1841
and 95.7 percent above 1028. AgFrc%ate nat income of all
dentists in independent praciice chimbed to a new high of
5523 million in 1948, or 107.5 percent above 1941 nnd 81.0
percant abova 1829, (Seo table 2.)

" Table 2.—Number of Dontists and Thelr Tntnll and Avcroge Groes
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Disposition of gross income

Table 2 presents o of the 194448 trend n
avernge gross income, pt%-rn expanszas, other costs of
practice, and net income. Between 1944 and 1948, pay-roll
expenses snd othear costz of practice incurred by nonsalsried
dentists tended on the whoele to incrense sliphtly, with o
resultont mild decline in the net-to-gross income miio from
57.4 to 664 percent. Pay-roil expenses were fnirly comatpui
ot approximiiely ons-tenth of income, while all other
costs of practice tolnled aboeut one-thivd of gross,

Consumer expenditures for dental services

Ome of the questions included in the 1949 dentnl suivey
azlzed the respondent to estimate how much of his gross
reccipte were received from government or welfare agencies
or {rom business organizations, ss contrnsted with his re-
ceipta from individeals, This information was requosted in
order to provide dota for estimating eonsumer expenditures
for dental services, one of the components of the pro=s
nntional produet.
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Prior t¢ World War 11, pn.?rmmta to independent dentists
for dental serviees Ly othier than eonsumers thomselves were
negligible. By 1048, however, abouk 5.3 Scrce:nh of all gross
ineomo received by dentists from indepondant practics come
from government ageneies, business firms, sud ather organ-
izaiioms. The overwhelming propovtion of these payments
wng made by the Vetorans' Adminiatration, which dishbursod
approximately $50 million to dentists in 1948,

Tohle Je—Averapr Gross Inmcome, Mot Income, and Exponmscs of
Dentizte by Sooves of Dental Tncorme, 194041

T jLLE) 115 (1111 3 i HME
Alesn pabotint: Al dantistn
T e L 211, 440 {510,048 g, 08 Jorn mee | 512,005
Trabal ek [neotsy Lo [ aEn [ a3k | 0LE 4,02
Bl oum cantid:
g Ineomn 1_ . | 60 18| | oR% T 14N

Totulnl e a1 465 | &17L| REG | BME

Mensnlaried deanthoba
3oy amoumi:

Greag | P 1M PR | 11,48 | 120 ] 12 TE
Payonil sxp | LML L 2O 1,109 E:} L 122
Ol.ﬁerm:dmul.lm ___________________ AA1) R8s | R E@ &1 4 HT
Nekmoome. oo inciecaawea| W | B0 K] RG] WOD

Meclinn amoomt;
Girean Feorioe ca oo e i = OBHEF] oot Q20| 100 | IDAD
2Ok kMR e m i mm e s s e n s M | &4M) 52| BEM B, 039
Povceniogs of vt e

Grosk i O — wool o] gl weo| oo
o ;éttupwlu - o a&g :I!%.g E.i iﬂ b
R B et e et oere ] i ani| ma| Mol 54

Part-pmlariod Jynilyts
binom apbolnk:
by =R tr.008 | 38,007 | ot om | poooo | ame
Payrollcapmees__ __ ________ _______..4 15 [ 7 i:; i ]
Othwr coats of ootk _____ .. S5 foTan | gk | 3,182
Wik |oeome feem Indepodsdent praution. {4,808 | 4,008 | &40 ] 4,065 4048
Salarled inepme. 1. 08 LesT ) 1eHR Y v Bed 1,451
Tolal net insamas &4 | &, k56 ) 0,050 | BAX N7
Aledian amomant:
Groay lnomea .. &m 5] G460 BI1TD 7, 000
B T T m| M| B0G | B3 £ T
All-ealorbed doxUinin
AToam ok 0. . e ar— e —| BT | &.%% ( 827 &m A KL
AP T YT B jW | BMND| 4 7TH Uy B 458

1 Ylwgryver wtel in thie urtieke, Lo torin M pross ineomo” eleenya sechsd ea enineg: Bwnome,
: Tratall WK AL nooeusarlly adil Lo botal bemmen of roumilisg.
1 Duto mat avaklhly

Bourers Ve By Deporimveut of Commares, Qlice of Dusiing Eonomi

¥Yariation in Income

In 194%, slightly more thon 2 out of every 10 dentists ro-
ported not incommes of loss than $3,000. A like number ro-
ported net incomes in excesa of $10,000. The romginder, ov
nearly & out of 16, received Lotweon 3,000 and $10,000,
(Sea chart 1 and tabled.) Seven ¥enrs earlier firr 1941) mors
than £ out of every 10 dentizia reported net incomes of lesg
than $3,000, and only 8.2 pereent showed nmounts alove
$10,000. During this period, of cowso, conawner prices had
aiso risen sharply—by about 63 percont. The incomes of
independent dentists showed o much greater variobility, ov
dispersion, than those of ealavied dentista,

nracteriatically, tha incomes of almost sll occupational
groups show grent variahility, that is, mombws of & given
occupation have o wide range of inecomes. In 1841, amon
the mnjor professional groups, independent dentisis showe
the smellest relative variahiity, or inequality, of income—
pomewhat smaller thon physicions, and econsiderabiy smaller
tian lewyers?! )

The scanty dela svailable on the inequality of dentists’
incomes over tims su I that—-exeepl for the war yonis,
when the ineomes distribubion was cxcoptionally unegual—

+ Bag Edward F. Deoleon, Ioowmss ln Salo el Prodeviborg: PL 8, Conoqeeison af TReMmes in
1T End épponilent Trafeadang, SURTEY HF QURRENT l]umxua?'hhy 1844, tubln 1, p. 15,

BOTHH—ED—2

Jinvuagey 100G

it has varvied but little in tha last twenty years. However,
different measures of inequality give somewhnt conflicting
results, 5o that the conclusions papmot be considerad ns clear-
cut,  {Sec table 2.)

Chart 1.—Percenitage Distribution of All Civilian Den-
tists, by Net Incomae Levela for 1948
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Factors Affecting Income

Many factors influence the amount of income received by
dentists. Soma of thess—for example, sox, color, and edu-
ention—ocould not be included within the acope of the present
study. Other more o1 lesa "iniangible' iastors-—such as
gkill, perzonality, ambition, henlth,” business acomen, and
fnmily connectichs—imey bo just s significons, but ore
difficuli to mensure. :

Howover, the present study ia able o eonsider tha relation.
ship of dentists’ meomes to sush important factors se specinli-
sniion, rogion and Stabe, size of community, age, and number
of employees, nnd this i dona in the pages that follow.
Eadier, the re'lnt‘mnahip botween income and form of practica
wis diseised.

General practice versus specialization

Specinlization of practica has always been rather une
common among dentists, In 1948, the overwhelming
propoviion of dontists (38, 5 percont) wore ongnged solely in
general practico. Ahout 5 % pereent indicaied thab thoy
were pactly Sﬂemrﬂlz?dr and 5.6 percent designaied thrm-
gelres ng wholly Epﬂumfimd. Duterestingly onough, specinl
fzation wns more prevnlent nmong salaried than among
mdependent dentists.  (See tabla 5.

There seoms 1o hava been no olear-cut trend during tha
Fast- deende Lownrd increased specialization among dentists.

i i3 irue thot the proportion of whelly spocialized deatisis—
always o vevy small re—serms te have nlmost foublad
fromn 1937 10 1948 (incressing from 3.1 10 5.6 porcent).
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However, the portior of partly specinlized dentists
seems, if anything, to have decrenscd very slizhtly (from
6.2 to 5.9 percent) during the same peciod.!

Eornings of dental specialiste are, on the avorage, sub-
stantially dgrent.ar thnn thosze of pencral practitioners.
Among indapendent practitionerz in 1048 the mean net
income of wholly specialized denfists was $11,784, or 75
porcent Inrper than the mean of $6,735 reported by general
practitioners. The mean income reporied by partly special-
1zed dentists ($7,906) wns 17 percent larger then that of
genernl practitioners.

Tablo 4 —Percentoge Piatrfbutlon of Denticte by Soeras of Dental
Income amel Met Income Lovel, 14D
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However, the gap betweon genersl practitioners’. and
tcpecialiats’ enrnings has narrowed osppreciably dwing the
past decade, sinee in 1937 complete specinlists enrnod twice
ns rmuch as ganﬁml mractiticners, as sgrinsté only 75 parcent
mors in 1345,

A partial explanation for the nnrruwin%‘bcd the gap may be
that specialisis sre now a younger zroup than tfeuesru.l PIRGE
tioners, wheress o decnde ago they were ¥ older proup,
Binca epecialiats gre coneentrated in the larga cities, and
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{os will ba shown later) dental! incomes have risen least in
larga cities, it iz also ible that the narrowing of ihe
gnp batween sarnings of specinlisis pnd gencral practitioners
18 i::Jt:rrdﬂ.h&d with the shift in city-size esrnings differ-
entinla,

. Unlika independent complete spocialists, salavied spesial-
ists {menn, $5,866) had only modorately higher average net
incomes in 1948 than salaried general prectitioners (mens,
$5,007). This was nlso ihe case in 1937. Soleried general
practitioners nvernged 38 yonis of age in 1948, while salariad
camplete apecinlista nvoragad only 32.

Table So=Avernge Met lncome and Aﬁ of Doritists by Degree of
prolalization, 148, 1941, and 1937
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Type of specialty

Bocause of the smnll proportion of dentiets who are
gpecialists, the survey snmpie is adequata to provide average
net income figures for only a fow of the specialtics, JIn 1948
orthodontists were not only the most mumerous group of
eomplete spacialists, but among independent practitioncrs
they also seem to hove had the highest av net ingome
(mean, $13,353; madian, $12,750), about double thet of the
aver, independent ganem,l ractitioner. Oral surgeons
(including cxodontisis nmdl endedontisis) had the second
hi ]est)mnnmaa (menn, $11,641;: median, 39,750). {Soe
toble 6.

Regional and Siate differentials

Not only do signifiennt inceme difforentials exist among den-
tiets in the seven ieu&mphlc regione of the country, but the
relative posilions hel I}i[mma of the sections have changed
mmrkedly singe 1841, Moreover, the regional renking of
svernge denfal incoma is significantly different from that for
the avernge ineoma of the general population,

. Dentizis in the far West & higher averags net income
in 148 than those in any other soction of the eountry;
Southwest was second; Southeast and Noxthwest, third an

fourth {the exnet ¢rder deponding on whethor the mean or
median i used); Central States, fifth: Middle Eeat, sixth:
&l New England, seventh.  (See tabla 7.}  This is in sherp
contragt to 1941, when the vanking wns: far West, Rrst;
New England, second; Middle Kast, third: Southsnst,
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fourth; Southwest, fifth; Centrnl States, sixth; and Norih-
wesh, seventh.

The roenge of regional variation in dentisis’ income wna
proncunced, In 1948, dentists in the far West had & mean
net income ($8,751) 66 percent largor than that (35,841} of
New England dentists,  Their median net income ($8,920)
was evell more in excess—82 percent—of the New England
medinn {(§4 808).

For the 23 larger Stetes for which t]msun"ﬁ})le wns adequale
to furniah dets, dentists in the States of Washington, Cali-
farnie, Oregon, and Texaz reporied eubatantislly iugher
menn het ineomes than any other State. Such large Sintes
as New York, Pennsylvanin, snd Iflinois reported only mod-
gmte svarage incomnes, eonsidernbly below those of the leading

fates.

Toble $.~=~Averapge BNer Incomc of Portly ond Wholly Speciallred
Denitats Whoee Maejor Source of Dental Income Is From Inde-
pemdent Feoetiee, by Fiold of Spoclsliestion, M4
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The relztive f&ms mide by dentizts singe 1941 in the eouth-
arn ﬁgmm snd the Northwest by comparison with thoso in
the Middle East and New E‘nFlnnd are not surprising, since
they ars in line with the shifta which hove taken ploce
in the regional income structire of the goneral population.

I is surprising, bowever, to find thai the absolute level of
Lver dentsl incomes 8 lower in the Middle Eaat and
New England than g¢lzewhere, since the per capita mcome of
the gemernl population im 1948 was higher jo both regions

than that in the country &8 o whole, Such o finding demends
anation.

¥ rhie is to bo found in the date for the number of dentiste
per hundred thousand population shown in table 7, which
mndicnte that the arens baving the largest ratio of dentiata Lo
population also tend te have the dowest a.vera.ﬁa neb dental
mc?me, althouph thia negative nssociation is by no means
perfect. . -

In 1948, New York State, with 9. 75 nt of the civilian

opulation, had 16.13 ent of the Naiion's eivilion

entiste. With the highest per copila income, it neverthe-
less hnd lower mean nnd medion dental incomes ($6,080 and
$5,018, cetively) than the average for the Notion a3 a
whole {($6,412 and 35,388, respectively).

Ithtp tlso of nl':n i mtl;:!la Elt'lgﬂmt to nlgrte fthcrt t'hf goo-
grapnic roglong having the egt supply of dentieis por
100,000 population aze, by ond , tha regions with the
]uﬁ{mmt per onpits incomes for the genernl populstion.
él e renk order corrdgtion is 4-0. 8%, indicating a very

ommgmt-ive_rulat.mnshig.} When considered by States,
the tionship of dental supply to per capite nceme ia
almost a3 atriking.  (The rank order corvelation is 0. 79;
the correlation coofficient, +0. 52.)

With tha aid of the dnta in table 7, it was pos=ible te develo
cruda astimntes of the regionol varietion in consumer expend-
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itures for dental services.! These esiimntes mre compared
with thoss for per capite income in the fellowing table:

Talioof
par enpiln | Rodbo of
copsmer | por enplin | Moot ek
acpakl- | intoid of | Duptfars
Replou tgres 17 independ- | per LIO0W0
e | ol | genar [ToTUMReN
the mﬁwb vacy
ATREL '
1.8 Lon] 5
113 17 % i 1
g i . 348 il
T E2 & 187 £
L 1.8 370 ]
] L O¢ L 2 53
1L# 1.1z 1y 2% L1}
Uplicd Smieh. e s siosiss sasman LR 1. 0 FALI 54
The abova fi

res hringhintu focus the relationghip between
average dental income, the relative supply of dentisis, nnd
per capits income of the general popuiation. They show
the anticipatad elose relationship between per eapita income
and per capite denial expenditures for all regions except the
for West. They also indicate that the low average income of
dentists in New Englend end the Middle East ie not due to
fow per capita onditures for dental services—per copita
cxpoadituzes for this purpose sre 2 porcent and 18 percentd,

'r&speuﬁveldy, above the national average—hbut to the groster
en

ﬁugplyﬂf tists in these areas relntive to effective demand.
ar copitn expenditures for dentnl earviese in the two
southern regions fali below the nstional averago by an evan

ceater percentage than dees per copitn income, so that the
Egh onversge cernings of dentists in these sactions of the
collniry i3 apperently due to a shor of dentists rather
than to an exceptional consumer expendibture patéern.

It seerns a safe goneral conclusion from the data thot the
ge:graphic digtribution of dentists is over-concentrated
with referenca to the ceonomic demnnd for dentol services,

Size of community

The population size of the community in which dentists
practice bas an unmistakable influence on the amount of
their enrnings, althongh tha pattern of variation over time
has been a changiog one, particularly for the citics of 500,000
or more inhabitants,

The smollest mean net inenma in 1948 ($5,l]11.'? wag ye-
ceived by densisis in the smnllest communities.  (See table
8 and ¢hart 2.}  As size of place incressed, nverage income
also incrensed gradually (with but slight irregularity), until
& penk of ruugghlj' 58,000 wos reached in places hoving be-
botweenn 85,000 and 250000 mhebitents. Then, ns size
of J;lm:a increased further, nv income declined {again
with but minor fluctuation) eniil in cities of ¢+ mitlien ov
more the mean aet income for all dentiata ko §5,580.

Only in places baving fewer than 2,500 inhsbitanis did
dentiste have a lower mcan nat income it cities above o
million. In derms of the medinn (which minimizes the efeqt
of the smgll number of upitenally latge ncomee repeived in
metropolitan centers) unlf dentists in ploces with fewer Lhinn
1,400 inhabitants had  lower net income ($4,450) than in
cittez of o million or maore, However, the lower incomes in
communitics vnder 2,500 populntion may be nitributeble n
port to the fnci that the dentists in tlicse aress are on the
avernge sbout 5 years older than thess in the lergest citica.

Vanation of nvernge income by size of place in 1941 waa
similos Lo that for 1948, except that the decline in shrniags in

+ T4 eplenlohlen requices (he pxenmpdon et the ratks of Lodal net Ieoyme af lnda 1

itais {tomputed oe the mumber of lndopenddnt deplisin tmes Ihelr overags oet nsome)

In each ilen o latol consumor expendltares kor dental serchee In B rezion b the same

hrlun olon ;E.]l'i‘pu country. Thert [ me apporesd rezson why Urs reilarhiy sbould
v ok B
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! the largest cities was less pronounced in 1941.
.2} Inthed
the sama for

{Bee chart

gion yeav of 1937, however, the pattern was
ploces up to 500,000 papulation; beyond that
poini—instead of declining—avernge inecoms remained vir-
lally unchonged. Although dentists’ incomes doubled or
' More than doubled in the 193748 period for all community
%128, thoy incre most in the middle-zsize communities
(23,000—00,000) and least in the citics of a million or mora.

In 1848, nge was apparently not o gignificant faetor making
for commuondty-size income differentisls, cxcept perhaps in
Plaees under 2,500 population, where the aversge age {48
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Tahle T=Mumber of Detitiste and Their Average Net Insose by Major Soures of Dontol Inoome and by Boglons and States, 1948
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FEOIE) Was aplplﬂﬂiﬂbg above that for the Nation as a whale
{43 yonrg}. In nll sther community-size groups (but for nn
mnexpinined in the 2.600-4993 groun), the median
age of dentists is remarkably consistent Sor all city sizes, not
varying by mors than 1 or 2 yenrz from the national sverape,
The pattern of income variaéion by eize of commaunity
poses Bn inberesting question as to caveality. Ti will be
noted in table 8 thot the number of dentista per 100,000
population * increnses steadily as size of communily increases,
reaching o peak in citics of n million or more. Likowise,
1 I b boe mbarmwet 0f nioea repent date, Neorss Cor 10800 wine ol
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duta for the entire civilian population indicute thné incoma
per famgiyi increnses steadily ns size of community increases,
also renching o peak in cities of o million or more. On the
other hond, the avarage incoma of dentists, it will be reeglled,
increased only up to cikies of 100,000 (or 260,000} population,
nnd then declined.

Toble f.—Avcroge Met Incomic and Age of Dentlats by Sige of

Communlty and for Seleatoil gt Cities, 143
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It seema plausible, therefore, to advance the hypothesis
that 1 18 the supply of dentists wns smallest relative to
elfcctive dental demoand—which 18 notb necessarily the same
as the need for dental services—in citics having between
100,000 and 250,000 inhabitawts. In smailer places, affactive
detnnnd declined woro sharply than the number of dentists

er capite, while in Jarger places the affective domend for

entists' services incrensed less vapidly than the numhber
of dentists per capita, Much fight could be thrown on the
subjoct if estimnies of por sapite income and per capite
consumer expenditures for dentnl services wore pvailobls b
size of community {such as thoze presenied enlier by rerion).

The size-of-community income pattern for 1029 was in
genarnl guite similor to (plthough ﬁrhnps not 50 pronouced
as} that prevailing some 20 yoars later, except that in citizs
of n million or more {teken ns a proup) incomes wove relatively
h"i%mr in 1929,

or 1929, dentists in New York City {with 9.4 percent of
the Mation's dentists) reporied the lnrgest mean not ineoma
(86,477} for any population %‘roup o1 any ety of a milliog
or inpre, wherens in 1848 (wit Imcmt of the country's
dentistz) they had one of the est avernges {$5,600),
even {alling substantially below the nationnl average. 1In
1928, the relatively high dentel incornes in New York City
and Los Angeles gave the cities of & million or mora (talken

Joooary 1060

n$ 4 group) # higher average income than that of any other
populntion-size group, a situation in sharp contrast to that
revailing in 1048, Even in 1929, howaver, Chicngo snd -
iindelphin dentists hod lower inegmes than the national
average, ond o 1845 Philadelphia, Ghica%u and New York
Clity wars all balow the national lavel. nhle 8 gives nddi-
tional data for saven of the largest cities.

dge

M o]l the factors associated with income, spe scem= to
show the moet consistent behavior, generally unmarred by
upexplained fluctuations often enconntercd in sise-oi-com-
munty, onal, pnd other comparizons. .

As may bo clesrly seon from chort 3, the mean net income
of all dentists in 1345 vose sharply and stendily from its lowest
value of $2,823 for dentizts undar 25 yoars of nge to » pesk
of $9,117 for dantists 40—44 years of e, then declined some-
what lass eharply, but no less steadily, with increasing age
to o value of $3,227 for dentists 65 years of nge and over.
(Alzc sow tnble B.) '

Chart 2.—Mean Net Income of All Civilian Dentlsts, by

Size of Community
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Dwring the past decnde, the aﬁ? of penk osrnings among
dentists hne incrensed. In 1837 ihe peak period was clearly
35-30 years; in 1941 theve wna little difforence batween the
35-39 and 40—44 ape brackets; in 1948 the peak was cloarly
in the 40—44 year brocket. Despite the striking rise in
dantal incomes batween 1937 and 1948, the ineresss in
menn net ingome for oll age levels—aveept for dentizta over
{0 yeers of nge—was very similar, e imcome of older
dentiats rose least, perbaps becsuse in 1#48 this group in-
cluded many who in prewar yenrs would not bave continved
in practice,

ines 1937 tha proportion of slder practicing dentists has
incrensed, 'ﬁ:dcu that of dentists over 65. Propor-
tionately, latter group has doubled in the past decade
{from 5.2 percent in 1837 {¢ 10.7 porcent i 1048},

A=Ak
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Table 10, which ]LI‘EEGDIE_ & crose-clossification of the per-
eentage of dentista by net inceme level and age group, 12 &
ggtj;l axampla of wh%t n simpler sumt;iiﬁry table shmﬂﬂg
only nverngs income by sge groups, or only average agn

income levels, must leave untol 3 Clearly, dentists of n.?l'
agea are found nt practically every ineome level. However,

Chart 3.—Mean Net Income of All Civilian Dentists, by
Age Group
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levels hoving identical or very similar nverage sges show
quite different concentrations of dentista by age groups,
and & low average sge alone may fail to revenl & secondary
conceptration af a much higher nge group.
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SURVEY OF CURRENT BUSINESS 15

Dantists who stistained losses in 1948 averared 32 vonrs of

o, the yourtigast proup at any income level. Howasver, nl-
though twoe-thirde of the dentistz who suffered losses were
under 35 (no dentist in the sample between the ages of 33
ond 50 reported 2 loss}, about one-quarter of the dentists
wha lost money wera over 66.  Thug, dentists who lost money
tended to be primorily the very young, but alzo included o
substaniinl proportion of ths very old.

Similarly, althoogh the median sge of dantists who made
50-%2,000 wae 5¢ {the oldest group ot any income level),
mare than one-forrth of the dentista at this level ware undar
3. 'Thus, the very low income recipients wera primeriiy
the very old, bub also indleded maony of the very young. As
income inerenses, fewer and fower of either the vory young
or the very old are found at each income level.

Tnble 1. —Perecntoge Distribution of Dontists with Major Souree
of Dental Income From Indepondent Peactice by Age and MNet
Incormne Loval, 1048
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Number and earnings of employees

Almost two-thirds (83 perecni} of the nonsalaried dentists
had employees of rome kind in 1948, About 4 cot of 10
denisis had only 1 employee, slightly more than 1 out of
10 had 2 empleyees, and fewee than 1 out of 10 Lad 3 or
more employees. (See table 11.) ]

The coirclation betwoen dentists’ net incomes and the
number of employees they have is quite striking. In 1942
dentists who had ne smpleyees had the lowest averaze net
income {meon, $3,819; median, §3,239), markedly bolow the
avarage for all dentists, Dentists with cne amployee had
mora than twiee a5 largo nn average uet income {mesn,
$3,134; medinn, $7,321) as those with no employees.  As the
aumber of Gmpfﬂj’ﬁﬂ& per dentist increased, the dentist’s aver-
age net insome increased, until for dentists with five or more
employess the mean net income reached $13,955, or five
times a8 great as for dentistz with no employees,
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Of eourse, some dentists with no employees bnd high
. incomas, and some with severnl employees had low incomes,
but in hoth coses the percen were quibe low (table 12}
In 1948 only 3 percent of no-employee denkists had
incomes above $10,000, whe:reas half of 1he dentists with two
oI Mmore employeem had such incomes. On tha other hand,
#it the lower income levels (below $4,000), we find more than
ha}i (604 percent) of the dentists ‘with no lplu:,reas and
only 7.5 percent of those with two or more employees.

Talle ¥l.—Average Nok Income: of Nonsalavied Dontists by Average

MNumber of Employoca, IME
T —
Avefego pat Ineome of denkista
a mﬁﬁhﬁ oY specited pumiver of
Humbez of etupleyost 1 Specilicd
i i of
wuplayen Mean Hodian
w oo LHe #,
Uneter 50 b4 4,4 o4,
| 4.7 B, v T
dan =1 0.0 5
b 0 1%, B 1L 14
[ . 1.1 15, TR o2
5 OF meoea A, L1 NS 17, A
T'eiml KL ¢ P 55
I Dentiaty werowdhod b0 Topot b om tho sount of thelr a8 folle=s A who
r althor foll tloa ar ﬁmk countod ss 1 employes

[l l:hamll wﬂl ok neocearily o 1o bodal ecmso of ronmilng.

Bonres: T, A, Department of Commares, GRlos of Bosines Esanamics.

Toble 12 lso indicates that the number of employees per
dentist {including deniists with no employees) rose steadily,
with but few absrrations, from 0.1 &t tho $0-3000 net income
Jovel to 3.2 for dentists making more than $25,000,
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Sinee the number of employees per dentist increndes na net
ingome increnses, it is no surprise to find that dentists’ l‘?lg
rolls rime 0s net incoma rises, In 1948, dentists who ea
up to $1,000 net incomo had an average pay roll of but $37;
dontists who netted $20,000-$24,999 bad &n averags pay rol 1
nf $6 841. The mean snlurits nnd woges raceivod by ﬂ]]

ental amployecs, professional as wall as nonprofessionn
vm:ed from $786 per omployes for dentists who natt—aci
S0-£909 Lo 52,429 for domtists 1 the 520,000-524,999 incoma
bracloet. {Eae tabla 12.)

It can ba ssen from table 18 that the mean earnings of all
dentiste’ employees incrensed from 1944 to 1948 by about
3L amrcant., vigiog from $1,135 to $1,4%¢ in the E-year
pariod.

Table 13.—Meon Exroings of Dentists! Employecs,

Selected Yeard, 1944—10
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